ORTHODOX CHURCH	49
so he would be the last to claim it for himself.1 If the
Damascenes accused the present Patriarch of Constanti-
nople of the attempt to usurp authority over their affairs,
they misunderstood a merely kindly warning. aln no
sense/' added this prelate, "can the Ecumenical patriarch
be called the head of the Orthodox Church in Turkey."
Speaking to me in the same line, a member of the Holy
Synod of Jerusalem confirmed the statement that the title
"ecumenical3" signifies no more than a theoretic difference.
The Patriarch of Jerusalem is independent in internal
matters, but should he be called upon to make an important
decision concerning the faith he must consult with the other
patriarchs. Finally, among the official statements, we
may note still one other, which suggests that conditions
might arise appearing to justify an outsider in ascribing
a certain supremacy to the Ecumenical patriarch: namely,
the statement that all four patriarchs share in the control
of the Holy Sepulchre and other shrines of Palestine. As-
sertion of his rights in this matter might easily be misinter-
preted, not only by outsiders, but even by the Orthodox in
the See of Jerusalem. The recent quarrel in that see, to
be touched on later, had some of its roots in these very
conditions.
The hierarchy of the Greek Church includes the three
main orders of bishops, priests, and deacons. Theoretically
the metropolitan (who corresponds to a Western archbishop)
is the bishop of the chief city of a district, with supervision
over the other bishops therein, but under the present strait-
ened conditions of Syria and Palestine, the distinction be-
tween the two grades is merely a matter of title, not only in
the Greek, but in all the churches. As a matter of fact,
1 It would appear, however, that before the papal claims were defi-
nitely made, the Patriarch of Constantinople had entertained similar
ambitions. "In the year 550 Justinian conferred on the Patriarch of
Constantinople the privilege of receiving appeals from the other patri-
archs. By this time, backed by the power of the autocrat, the bishop
of the chief city of the empire was threatening to become a veritable
pope, in our later sense of the title." (See Adeney? op, at, p, 139.)

